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Reply Brief 

The reply brief filed 12/27/2005 has been entered and considered. The application has been forwarded to the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences for decision on the appeal. 

In addressing the status of clainn 58 in the reply brief, it is noted that claim 58 should be pending and should be included in the 
rejection set forth in the examiner's answer, as this inconsistancy appeared to be typographical error based on an amendmnent 
canceling claim 58 that was not entered. However, claim 58 has been rejected for the reasons of record in the office action mailed 
2/2/2004 and there is no showing on why the claims should not stand and fall together. Claim 58 should be included in the examiner's 
answer and considered in the appeal as this limitation is addressed in the conclusion of the examiner's answer. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement filed 10/1 1/2005 fails to comply with 37 CFR 1.97(c) because it lacks a statement as specified in 
37 CFR 1.97(e). It has been placed in the application file, but the information referred to therein has not been considered. 
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